
discharge requirements might occur', The board was not required 

l .> to rely on testimony presented by the discharger that repairs 

and Construction would result in future compliance with waste 

discharge requirements, 

Finding (8) states 
11 .oO Additional connections are anticipated * 

to the sewer system which will increase the 
volume of waste discharge above the capacity 
of the present disposal site at the Cinder 
Cone." 

Finding (8) is supported by evidence before the board 

that the anticipated volume of waste would exceed the capacity 

of the Cinder Cone. Any additional connections to the sewer 

system would provide further waste loads in excess of the designed 

capacity* lu 
._ 

Finding (9) states 
II WI* Additional connections wi.l_l further 
unreasonably cause threats of violations 
of waste discharge requirement number 20" 

Finding (9) is supported by the evidence that additional 

volumes of waste would exceed the capacity of the disposal area, 

and that this excess would result in a threatened violation of 

requirements by overflow from the disposal area* 

c. Further allegations of Dollar Cove Corporation 

along with the board's comments are: 

(1) The regional board failed to consider Water 

_5_. 

Code Sections 13263 and 1324-l in issuing the order, 

Sections 13263 and 13241 are not relevant in the con- 

0 sideration of a violation or threatened violation of 

previously prescribed waste discharge requirements. 
r 

a 



Section 13263 concerns the factors to be considered 

in adopting waste discharge requirements, Section 13241 

contains factors to be considered in adopting water 

quality objectives in a water quality control plan, 

’ (2) The regional board's order will have the effect 

of preventing the district from constructing and renovating the 

disposal facilities and will prevent compliance with Water Code 

Section'l3951* 

The regional board considered evidence of the dis- 

charger's construction and renovation of the dis- 

posal.area. The record is silent on the inability 

to complete this program.should an order be issued, 

The board heard testimony that certain time 

schedules would be met to complete construction, 

but concluded upon sufficient evidence that the 

threatened violation would not be abated, 

The issue of compliance with Water Code Sec- 

tion 1395l.was not relevant at this hearing. The 

districts admitted that numerous'dwellings would 

be unable to connect to the sewerage facilities 

as they were presently planned regardless of the 

action of the regional board. 

50 The regional board's action in adopting Order 

No. 6-71-27 was appropriate and proper. 

. -6- 



. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the petitions of North Tahoe 

0 
b Public Utility District and Dollar Cove Corporation for review . 

of the action of the California Regional Water Quality Control 

Board, Lahontan Region, in adopting Order No. 6-71-27 be denied. 

Adopted as the order of the State Water Resources 

Control Board, 

Dated: October 13, 1971 

a 

_ 

KERRY W, MULLIGAN 
Kerry We Mulligan, Chairman 

E. F. DIBBLE 
E. F. Dibble, Vice Chairman 

NORMAN B, HUME 
Norman 13, Hume, Member 

RONALD B, ROBIE 
Ronald B, Robie, Member 

W. W. ADAMS 
W. W. Adams9 Member 
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